Web figure 2: Freezing of gait questionnaire

Intervention HNo Intervention Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI I/, Fixed, 95% CI
1.7.1 Exercise v Control
Allen 2010 -1.3 55 1 1.1 G 24 13.2% -2.40[-5.76, 0.96] —
Subtotal {95% CI) 21 24 13.2% -2.40[-5.76, 0.96] —n
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=1.40{F = 0.16)
1.7.2 Cueing v Control
Miewwtiger 2007 -0.95 474 TH -008 509 TroOG61.4% -0.87 243 0.69 —
Subtotal {95% CI) K 7 614% -0.87[-2.43, 0.69] RC: i
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.09 {F=027)
1.7.3 Dance v Control
Duncan 2012 -0a a1 26 19 a4 26 183% -240[-5.26 0.46] e —
Hackney 20049 -0.4 g H 1.2 885 17 T.O0% -1.70[-6.30, 2.90] e B
Subtotal {95% CI) LTS 43 253% -2.21[-4.63,0.22] —sanfi-—
Heterogeneity, Chi*=0.06, df=1 (P =080), F=0%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.78 (P =0.07)
Total {95% CIj 154 144 100.0% -1.41[-2.63,-0.19] -
Heterogeneity: Chi®=1.27, df= 3P =074), F=0% f
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Testfor overall effect: Z= 2.26 (F = 0.02) Favours Intervention  Favours Mo Intervention

Testfor subgroup diferences; Chif=1.21,df= 2P =055), F=0%



